The Equality Reservation Is Introduced 


National Woman's Party delegation congratulates Senator Nye of North Dakota upon the introduction of 
the Equal Rights reservation to the resolution for adherence of the United States to the World Court. 
Mrs. George Morey of Maryland is seen shaking hands with Senator Nye. 
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OBJECT OF THE WOMAN'S PARTY 


The object of this organization shall he 

to secure for women complete equality 

with men under the law and in all human 
relationships. 


THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 

“Men and women shall have Equal Rights 

throughout the United States and every 
place subject to its jurisdiction.” 


“Congress shall have power to enforce 
this artiele by appropriate legislation.” 


Senate Joint Resolution Number 1] 
House Joint Resolution Number 1] 
Introduced in the Senate March 10, 1933, 
by SENATOR JOHN G. TOWNSEND, Delaware. 
Introduced in the House March 9, 1933, 
by REPRESENTATIVE Louis LUDLOW, Indiana. 


Burnita S. Matthews, Miss. 2 


Elizabeth Selden Rogers, N.Y. 


Margaret Whittemore, Calif. 


Mrs. Valentine Winters, Ohiv 


Equal Rights 


the Equal Nitionabicy Bill 


N MARCH 28 Mrs. John L. Whitehurst, representing the General Fed- 
() eration of Women’s Clubs; Charl Williams, representing the National 
Federation of Business and Professional Women’s Clubs; Mrs. Mark 
Lansburgh, representing the National Council of Jewish Women; Grace Hayes 
Riley, representing the National Association of Women Lawyers; Selma 
Barnard, representing National Zonta; Emma Wold, expert on nationality 


laws, and Mrs. Ashfield Stow joined with the National Woman’s Party, whose 


spokesmen were Florence Bayard Hilles and Burnita Shelton Matthews, in 
presenting the claims of American women for equal nationality rights to the 
members of the House Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


Several of these women, at considerable personal sacrifice, made journeys to 


Washington, D. C., in order to attend the hearing. All of them spent time and 


effort on assembling their arguments and completed their task by giving a 


half-day of their very valuable time to a cause which concerns you — our- 
selves quite as much as it concerns them. 


Representative Samuel Dickstein of New York, chairman of the committee 


_and sponsor of the Equal Nationality Resolution in the House, gave up his 


whole morning to the hearing, as did the other members of the committee. 
Mr. Dickstein also took the trouble (in advance) to introduce the resolution, 


confer with our leaders, talk with the press and otherwise place his services 
at our disposal. 


Women already owe Mr. Dickstein an abiding debt of gratitude for his 
intercession in their behalf, but they owe him much more than that, they owe 
him their co-operation. 


HERE was not the slightest use in troubling Mr. Dickstein about the 


resolution unless women in every State in the Union are prepared to sup- 
vial him in his undertaking. : 


_ This they can do in three ways: first by writing him that he has their 
gratitude and their hearty approval of the Equal Nationality Bill (H. R. 
3673) ; second, by securing endorsements of H. R. 3673 from various organi- 
zations and forwarding the endorsing resolutions to him as chairman of the 
Immigration Committee; third, by writing to their members of Congress at 


once, asking them to vote in favor of H. R. 3673. This last is by all odds the 
most important. 


It would not take you nearly as much time to write to your Congressman 
as it required for any one of the women who spoke for you at the hearing to 
go to the Capitol and present your plea. 


It is not fair for you to expect other men and women to work for the Equal 
Nationality Resolution unless you are prepared to do your part. We know 
that you realize this, but we are not quite sure that you appreciate your own 
importance. Mr. Dickstein and Mrs. Whitehurst and Miss Williams and all 
the others can perhaps speak for you at a hearing more brilliantly than you 
could yourself, but when it comes to talking to your own member of Congress 
your remarks count more than all they can say, for you are your own member’s 


own constituent. 


HEN democracy was first established the jeweled crowns of kings and 

their golden sceptres were shattered and each common man received his 
share of the insignia of royalty. When the Woman Suffrage Amendment became 
a part of the Federal Constitution the crowns and sceptres were again divided. 
Pach woman became in her own right a monarch. You may not feel the heavy 
crown upon your head, but it is there; you may not sense the Sceptre in your 
hand, but you wield it, all the same. You have the power of royalty and you 
have the responsibility as well. Kings and queens in the past who overlooked 
their responsibility and misjudged their power brought mankind no good. 
In this respect times will never change. 


You speak to your Congressman as a monarch to his nine Yours is 
the divine right of kings. You are the lawful heir of all the ages, and it is 
your obligation to use your power for the general good. | 

So send off your letters; you may not, but your Congressman will, see the 
royal seal. 
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April 8, 1933 


| OLLOWING the: action of Senator 

Robinson of Arkansas, who brought 

up the question of adherence to the 
World Court in the Senate Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee meeting on March 29, 
Senator Gerald P. Nye of North Dakota 
(Republican), introduced on March 30 in 
the United States Senate the following 
reservation : 


“WHEREAS the United States Govern- 
ment refused to be a party to the nation-— 


ality convention adopted by the Frist Con- 
ference for the Codification of Interna- 
tional Law, held under the auspices of 
the League of Nations at The Hague in 
1930, one of the grounds of its refusal 
being that this convention was not based 
on equality between men and women in 
nationality rights, for which equality this 
Government stands, and 
_ Wouuerwas the Department of State has 
three times officially stated its disap- 
proval of this convention; first, through 
the chief delegate to The Hague Confer- 
ence; second, through the State Depart- 
ment’s press release of April 15, 1930; and 
third, in the Secretary of State’s letter of 
June 23, 1931, to the Secretary-General of 
the League; and 
American women have joined 
with the women of the world in demand- 
ing from the League the submission of a 
new convention based on equality, and 
“Wuereas the League of Nations has 
so far opposed all efforts by women to 


secure submission of a new convention; . 


and is, instead, pressing for ratification of 
the projected, "unfair nationality conven- 
tion; and 

“WuHerEsas the rights of American 
women and the American standard of 
equality will be endangered if the code 
of law to be established for the court to 
apply has injustice as its cornerstone; 
therefore, be it 

“Resolved, That in the event the United 
States adheres to the statute of the World 
Court it shall have the following reserva- 
tion: 


“That the code of law to be admin- 


istered by the World Court shall not con- | 


tain inequalities based on sex.” 


This Equal Rights reservation is the 
same reservation that was introduced in 
the last Senate by Senator Nye. In the 
last Senate he introduced the reservation 
“by request,” but on this occasion he intro- 
duced it on his own responsibility. In 
presenting the saabnc Senator Nye 
said: 

“T am proposing that in case the United 


States adheres to the World Court, it — 


shall be on condition that the code of law 
to be administered by the court shall con- 


tain no inequalities based on sex. ‘I make 


this proposal because I realize that there 


is widespread dissatisfaction among wom- © 


en in all parts of our country regarding 


- adherence to the court. 


“Women are distrustful about adher- 
ence to the court, I find, because the 
League of Nations has begun work upon 


.a code of law to be administered by the 


court and this code opens with one kind 
of law for men and another kind for 
women. In view of this situation I be- 


lieve that we should not go headlong into 
- the court. I think it is of the utmost im- 


portance that we should first safeguard 
the great principle of equality for men 


and women, To safeguard this principle 


now, before we are in the court, will mean 
a great deal not only to the future posi- 
tion of women, but to the future of our 
civilization, for the future of our civiliza- 
tion is dependent in large measure upon 
the status that we assure to our women.” 

The Nye reservation was referred to the 
Foreign Relations Committee of the Sen- 
ate. The members of this committee are: 
Democrats — Key Pittman of Nevada, 
chairman; Joseph T. Robinson, of Ar- 


kansas ; Pat Harrison, of Mississippi; 
Walter F. George, of Georgia; Hugo L. 
Black, of Alabama; Robert F. Wagner, 
of New York; Tom Connally, of Texas; 
J. Hamilton Lewis, of Illinois; Nathan L. 
Bachman, of Tennessee; Elbert D. 
Thomas, of Utah; Frederick Van Nuys, of 

Indiana; F. Ryan Duffy, of Wisconsin; 


James P. Pope, of Idaho. Republicans— 


William E. Borah, of Idaho; Hiram W. 
Johnson, of California; Arthur Capper, 
of Kansas; Arthur H. Vandenberg, of 
Michigan; David A. Reed, of Pennsyl- 
vania; Arthur R. Robinson, of Indiana; 
Simeon D. Fess, of Ohio; Robert M. 
LaFollette, of Wisconsin. Farmer Labor 
—Henrik Shipstead, of Minnesota. 

A committee from the National Wom- 
an’s Party waited on Senator Nye at the 
Capitol to thank him for introducing the 
Equal Rights reservation. Among those 
present were Ann Carter, (member Con- 
gressional committee, National Woman’s 
Party), San Antonio, Texas; Elsie Hill 
(member National Council, National 
Woman’s Party), Redding, Connecticut; 
Mrs. George Morey, Montgomery County, © 
Maryland; Mrs. Henry C. Parker, Phila- 
delphia, Pa.; Myrtle Patterson (chairman 
Poets’ Council, National Woman’s Party), 
District of Columbia; Mary Dean Powell, 
District of Columbia; Fanny Sevastos 
(executive secretary of Inter-American 
Commission of Women), District of Co- 
lumbia; Mrs. Chauncey Depew Snow, 
Montgomery County, Maryland; Rose 
Conway Stetson, Seattle, Washington; 
Marion Stewart (officer of Young Wom- 
en’s Council of Woman’s Party), Talbot 
County, Maryland; Ruth Taunton (repre- 
sentative of Business Women’s Legisla- 
tive Council of California), Los Angeles, 
California. 


The Equal Nationality Bill in Congress 


ORE than a dozen speakers ap- 
| peared on March 28 at the hear- 


ing before the Immigration Com- 


mittee of the House of Representatives on 


the Equal Rights nationality bill (H. R. 
3673), known as the Copeland-Dickstein 
bill. Some came to argue for the measure. 
Others came to argue against what they 
termed “lowering the gates” to a flood of 
immigrants. The great interest in the 
bill was reflected in the large numbers 
who assembled in the spacious Naval Af.- 
fairs Committee Room long before the 
hearing was scheduled. So great was the 
crowd that it became necessary to hold 
the hearing in a much larger room than 
the one originally set aside. 

Florence Bayard Hilles of Delaware, 
Chairman of,the National Woman’s Party, 
introduced the supporters of the bill. She 
said | 


“Five generations of my family have 
come to the Capitol to help make laws. 
I come with this group of women to ask 
you to make some of these laws apply 
equally to men and women. 

“The National Woman’s Party is doing 
everything possible to secure the passage 
of this equal nationality bill because it 


would remove all remaining discrimina- 


tions against women in nationality. One 
of the most important points in the bill 
is the proposal to give to a child born 
abroad of an American mother the right 
to American nationality, just as the child 
born abroad of an American father now 
possesses that right. Another important 
point is the proposal to give the foreign 
woman who becomes naturalized the same 
right to naturalize her child by her own 
naturaliration as is now possessed by the 
foreign man who becomes naturalized. 


The bill would also remove from the exist- 
ing nationality law a number of minor 
distinctions based on sex. Various obso- 


lete provisions in the present law would 


also be repealed.” | 

Emma Wold, who was sent by the 
United States Government as a technical 
adviser on nationality to the World Con- 
ference on the Codification of Interna- 
tional Law held at The Hague in 1930, 
was the first speaker for the National 
Woman’s Party. She said: 

“A child now gets its nationality from 
its father; we ask that it be privileged to 
obtain the same rights in future from its 
mother.” 

Mrs. Ashfield Stow, of San Franciaco, 
who was born Baroness Virginia Nugent. 
de Delvin of Hungary, also spoke on be- 
half of the Woman’s Party. She told the 
committee that, “as a victim of the law” 
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she favored changing it so that the child 
of an American mother who had married 
an alien could be an American citizen. She 
said: 


“My mother was an American, She 
married a native of Hungary and I was 
born in Hungary. When the World War 
started, mother was widowed and we 
were in Switzerland. All of her sym- 
pathies were with America and she 
wanted to return home, She applied to 
the American Consulate for a passport. 
She was told that she could have one but 
that I was not an American citizen and 
had no claim to a passport. I was even 
considered an enemy alien because my 

father’s country was at war with the 
United States. My father was dead, how- 
ever, and I was not in his country. I was 
with my American mother; I spoke Eng- 
lish ; all my relationships in life were with 
America; all my relationships with my 
father’s country had been severed when 
my mother left that country. I was as 
completely an American as it was possi- 
ble to be. Yet I was considered by my 
country as an ‘enemy alien.’ Mother had 
either to come back to the United States 
on an American passport and leave me, 
a very young child, behind, or stay with 
me. She chose the latter, and we were 
compelled to stay in Switzerland six years 
because I was regarded by my country as 
an ‘alien’.” | 

Mrs. John L. Whitehurst of Maryland, 
national vice-chairman of legislation of 
the General Federation of Women’s Clubs, 
_ spoke for the two million women members 
of the Federation and asked for early ap- 
proval of the bill. Grace Hayes Riley, 
dean of the Washington College of Law, 
speaking for the National Association of 


Women Lawyers, of which she is Vice- 


President, followed with a strong appeal 
for the measure. Charl Williams of Ten- 
nessee then spoke for the National Federa- 
tion of Business and Professional Wom- 
en’s Clubs of which she is a national 
officer. “We believe,” she said, “that this 
bill is of exceptional importance because 
it completes the act of giving men and 
women Equal Rights as to American citi- 
zenship.” Mrs. Mark Lansburgh, of 
Washington, D. C., supported the measure 
on behalf of the National Council of 
Jewish Women, of which organization she 
is national legislative chairman. “We 
want to take care of the children of 
American women,” she declared, “by giv- 
ing them the protection of our flag just 
as we give this most precious protection 
to the children of American men.” Selma 
Barnard, representing the National Zonta 

Clubs, made a convincing speech in which 
- she urged the committee to approve the 
measure. 


Objections came from Mary Logan 
Tucker, a representative of the Daughters . 
of the War of 1812, and May D. Lightfoot 
of the Dames of the Loyal Legion, U. 8. A., 


who urged the committee not to “lower 
the immigration standards.” Lieut.-Col. 


 U. 8. Grant, 3d, representing the Ameri- 


can Citizens’ Patriotic Societies, also 
spoke against the measure. “If this pro- 
posed law is enacted,” Colonel Grant said, 
“it will cause dual nationality. If the 
woman citizen does not renounce United 


‘States citizenship at the time of marriage, 


this bill would establish an endless chain 
of relatives who could come into our coun- 
try. It would tend to break down the 
present immigration laws.” 


A fourth speaker against the bill was 
Andrew Furuseth, president of the Inter- 
national Seaman’s Union, and himself a 
naturalized Norwegian. He told of Chi- 
nese and Japanese men born in this coun- 
try, and therefore American citizens, who 
had returned to their native country, mar- 
ried there and raised children. The chil- 
dren were then admitted to the United 
States as citizens, although unable to 
speak English — because the father was 
American. The number of such children 
would be increased, he claimed, if chil- 
dren born abroad of the American mother 
as well as of the American father were 
citizens by birth. Another opponent was 
Colonel Fred Ryans of the Military Order 
of the World War. “There is no way to 
tell whether those who would come in 
under this bill would be self-supporting 
and not become public charges,” Colonel 


Ryans said. The Junior Order of Ameri- 
- can Mechanics also expressed opposition. 


At this point, Mr. Dickstein, chairman of 
the Immigration Committee, enlivened the 
hearing by charging the patriotic socie- 
ties with “opposing all legislation.” 


N addition to the speakers for and 

against, Congressman Mead of New 
York appeared before the committee to 
urge that the bill be amended so that 
adopted children could be brought into 
the United States in excess of quota al- 
lowances. His request met with imme- 


diate opposition from members of the 


committee who suggested that such modi- 
fication would result in “immigration 
racketeering.” 

Congressmen Millard of New York, a 
member of the Immigration Committee, 


introduced at the request of the Woman’s 


Party, an addition to the Dickstein bill 
so as to provide for easier repatriation of 
American women who have lost their na- 
tionality because of marriage or the loss 
of nationality by the husband. The pro- 
posed amendment reads: 


“A person who has heretofore been a 
citizen of the United States shall be 
deemed to be a citizen of the United 
States notwithstanding marriage to an 
alien, or the loss of United States citizen- 
ship by the spouse, unless by affirmative 
act another nationality has been acquired. 
A citizen of the United States who is mar- 


ried to, or who may hereafter marry, an 


Equal Rights 


alien may make a formal renunciation of 
United States citizenship before a court 
exercising naturalization jurisdiction or 
before a Consul of the United States.” 
The hearing was brought to a conclu- 
sion by Burnita Shelton Matthews, chair- — 
man of the Legal Research Department 
of the Woman’s Party, who answered the 
various objections. “All of this oppo- 
sition,” she said, “seems to be based on 
the idea that we are trying to increase 
immigration. We are not trying either 
to increase or decrease immigration. We 
are merely taking the existing nationality 
law and proposing to wipe out every dis- 
crimination against women in that law.” 
‘The most serious opposition to the pro- 
posed measure came from the State De- 


partment. No representative of the De- 


partment attended the hearing but a let- 
ter from Secretary Hull was submitted to 
the committee as follows: | 

“Department of State, Washington, D. C., 


“March 27, 1933. 
“The Honorable Samuel Dickstein, 


“Chairman, Committee on Immigration 


and Naturalization, 


“House of Representatives. 


“Sir: 

“As has been suggested by this Depart- 
ment on several occasions, its experience 
persuades it to believe that it would be 
advisable to give careful consideration to 
the matter of making a general revision of 
the nationality laws of the United States. 
In the opinion of this Department, the 
many and varied questions that arise in 
reference to citizenship, expatriation and 
the protection of American citizens abroad 
are, because of the piecemeal enactment 
of legislation concerning these matters, 
difficult of solution and often not without 
embarrassment. It is believed that a com- 
mittee to study these subjects composed 
of members of the various departments in- 
terested in them should be appointed to 
prepare a report and propose legislation 


for the consideration of the appropriate 


committees of Congress with a view to 
the enactment of a complete code of law 
on the subjects of citizenship of the 
United States and its insular possessions, 
expatriation and protection abroad, and 


Steps toward this end are being taken. 


‘“‘However, if it is deemed advisable at 
this time to modify Section 1993 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States as 
proposed by Section 1 of H. R. 3673 in 
order to obtain the objective of parity be- 
tween the sexes in nationality matters, it 


_is suggested that your committee give 


consideration to the proposed amendment 
of Section 1993 of the Revised Statutes 
recently formulated by officials of this 
Department who handle cases involving 
citizenship and immigration, which it is 


believed would retain what is understood 


to be the principal objective of the amend- 
ment of R. S. 1993 by H. R. 3673, that is, 
the removal of discrimination between 
husband and wife with regard to the 
transmission of citizenship to children 
born abroad. This matter was referred 
to in my predecessor’s letter to you of Feb- 
ruary 25, 1933. A copy of the proposed 
amendment to Section 1993 of the Revised 
Statutes as recently formulated in this 
Department is enclosed. é' 
“Very truly yours, | 
Signed) “Corpe. Hurt, 
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‘April 8, 1933 


“Proposep AMENDMENT 


“Section (a) A child hereafter born 
out of the limits and jurisdiction of the 
United States and its outlying posses- 
sions, of parents both of whom owe alle- 
giance to the United States, and one of 
whom has previously resided in the United 
States or its outlying possessions shall 
acquire at birth the nationality of its 
parents: provided, That if one of the 
parents is a citizen of the United States 
and the other is a citizen or inhabitant 
of an outlying possession owing allegiance 
to the United States, such child shall ac- 
quire at birth the status of a citizen of 
the United States. 


“(b) A child hereafter born ott of the 


limits and jurisdiction of the United 
States and its outlying possessions, of 
parents of whom one has American nation- 
ality and has previously resided in the 
United States, and the other is an alien, 
which child does not acquire at birth the 
nationality of the alien spouse, shall 
acquire the nationality status of the 
American parent: 


“(c) A child Soraabter born in an out- 


lying possession of the United States of 
parents one of whom owes allegiance to 


UR work in the “Feministak Egye- 
() siilete” for Nationality began many 
years ago, as soon as the Inter- 


national Alliance of Women for Suffrage 


and Equal Citizenship, of which the 
“Feministak Egyesilete’ is the Hun- 
garian Auxiliary, started propaganda for 
Nationality. Before the First Codifica- 
tion Conference met we made frequent 


calls at the Ministry of the Interior and. 


at our Foreign Office to inform the ap- 
pointed delegates of the women’s demand 


for equality in nationality. These gentle- 


men were very noncommittal and even 
after they returned from The Hague they 
would not own what the standpoint of 
the Hungarian delegation was. 

Invited by Miss Alice Paul, and charged 
to represent the Women’s International 
League for Peace and Freedom in the 
activities of the women for nationality 
at the 1981 Council Meeting of the League 
of Nations, it was my privilege to be 
present at the passing of the resolution 
according to which the Consultative Com- 
mittee of Women was created. Inter- 
views on this event were published in 
Hungarian papers and after my return 
home I placed several articles on the 
subject. 

After the first meeting of our Consulta- 
tive Committee I reported on it in our 


“Feminsitak Egyestilete” and again wrote 


on it in the papers. All the time we 
kept in constant touch with the Codifica- 
tion Department of our Home Office. Hav- 
ing been informed of the intention of the 
Nationality Department of our local gov- 
ernment to prepare a bill on nationality, 
I offered a copy of our Consultative Com- 
mittee report to the chief notary of the 


the United States shall acquire the nation- 
ality status of the parent who owes alle- 
giance to the United States: provided, 
That, if one parent is a citizen of the 
United States and the other a citizen of 
an outlying possession owing allegiance 
to the United States, the child shall ac- 
quire at birth the status of a citizen of 
the United States, 

~ “(d) A child hereafter born out of wed- 
lock beyond the limits and jurisdiction of 
the United States and its outlying posses- 
sions to an American parent who has re- 
sided in the United States or its outlying 
possessions, there being no other legal 
parent under the law of the place of birth, 
shall have the nationality of such an 
American parent. 

c “(e) Section 1993 of the Revised Stat- 
utes is repealed. 

“(f) The alien spouse of a citizen of 
the United States may obtain naturali- 
zation as a citizen of the United States 
upon complying with the requirements of 
Section 4 of the act of September, 1922, 
as amended, being “An act relative to the 


naturalization and citizenship of married 


women” except that the petitioner must 
show that his or her spouse is residing 
abroad as a representative of the Govern- 


Eugenie Miskolezy Meller, 
‘ Budapest, Hungary 


Municipal Council, and by way of several 
talks in his office informed him of our 
claims. This proved-te be-a most useful 
work which resulted in an article in the 
nationality bill that suggested giving to 
an Hungarian woman marrying a man of 
another nationality the right to retain her 
nationality and to transfer her nationality 
to her children, This bill was discussed 


in committee but has not come yet before | 


the local parliament. The collaboration 
of one of its members is already ensured 


so that when the bill is presented there 


our principles will be represented and 
discussed. 


The next step was an invitation of the 
“Feminsitak Egyestlete” to all the wom- 
en’s organizations for a preliminary con- 
ference on nationality and for the organi- 
zation of a protest meeting against rati- 
fication of The Hague Convention. The 
Business and Professional Women’s Club, 
the University Women, the Jewish Pa- 
tronage Committee, the Labor Women 
and the Hungarian Society against Traf- 
fic in Women sent representatives and 
having received due information were 
furnished a draft proposal to be presented 


to a united meeting. | 
This protest meeting for “The Women’s 


Nationality and their Self - Determina- 
tion” took place on the 4th of March in 
the large hall of the Lawyers’ Circle. Five 
organizations, namely, the Cultural and 
Charity Club of the Women in Buda; the 
Business and Professional Women’s Club; 
the “Feministak Egyesiilete”; the Hun- 
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ment of the United States or principally 
as a representative of American interests, 
and that the petitioner intends eventually 
to reside permanently in the United 
States; provided, That a child under 21 
years of age of a person naturalized under 
this paragraph shall, if dwelling in the — 
United States at the time of such naturali- 

zation or if such child comes to the United | 
States thereafter but prior to reaching the 
age of 21 years, be naturalized thereby.” 


Following the hearing the bill and the 
addition proposed by Mr. Millard in his 
amendment were placed in the hands of 
a sub-committee of the immigration com- 
mittee. The members of the sub-commit- 
tee are: 

Democrats—John H, Kerr, Warrenton, 
N. C.; Charles Kramer, Los Angeles, 
Calif.; Lamar Jeffers, Anniston, Ala.; 
Vincent L. Palmissano, Baltimore, Md. ; 
Martin Dies, Orange, Texas. 

Republicans — J. Will Taylor, LaFol- 
lette, Tenn.; Charles D. Millard, Tarry- 


town, N. Y.: Everett M. Dirksen, Pekin, 
Ilinois. 


The Hungarian Campaign for Equal 


garian Women’s Party and the Secondary 
School Teachers’ Organization were the 
convenors. Dr. Jur. Margaret Ungar, 
lawyer, member of the “University 
Women,” was in the chair. Her opening 
speech developed the importance of na- 
tionality, its effect on civil and private 
rights. Mrs. Eugenie Miskolezy Meller 
illustrated the importance of nationality 
with examples of the tragic fate of women. 
In her speech the whole history of nation- 
ality of women and its present stage was 
given. The following resolution was 


unanimously passed and the petitions, 


after having been signed by the presidents 
of the five convening women’s organiza- 


_ tions, will be presented to the Prime 


Minister, the Ministers of Interior and 
of Foreign Affairs. 


According to our information it is al- 
most certain that The Hague Convention 
will not be ratified by the oe Gov- 
ernment in Hungary. 


Resolution passed unanimouly at the 
meeting for “The Nationality and Self- 
Determination of Women,” Budapest, 


| March 4. 


RESOLUTION. 


The meeting assembled on the 4th of 
March, 1933, in the large hall of the 
Lawyers’ Club. 


Considering that the First Interna- 


- tional Codification Conference in The 


Hague, 1930, introduced into the first 
page of the code which is to contain the 
international law, that is to be created, 
the principle that is offensive to women, 
that the rights of women may be meas- 
ured out differently, less favorably to 
them than to men; 
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Considering that women’s position as 
to their civil] rights has in the last years 
changed considerably and that this change 
has not been yet made effective in every 
country in the nationality law that is so 
fundamental in respect to the position in 
private law; 

Considering that many countries ac- 
knowledge the independent rights of 


women to their nationality that is limited 
merely by man-made law; 

Considering that also the Council of 
the League of Nations with the creation 
of the Women’s Consultative Committee 


on Nationality on January 24, 1931, has 


admitted that women’s rights were hurt 
and by charging the committee to make 
proposals on nationality of women and 


Equal Rights 


also the last Assembly has asked the Con- 
sultative Committee to continue its work; 

Appeals to the Hungarian Government 
and asks it to postpone ratification of 
The Hague Convention and to prepare 
and present to Parliament a Hungarian 
Nationality Bill which should give Equal 
Rights to men and women in nationality 
in every respect. 


The No-Night Work Convention 


national Labor Organization will 


| A be Governing Body of the Inter- 


consider at its April meeting the 

situation arising from the Hague Court’s 
advisory opinion upon the following ques- 
tion : | 

“Does the convention concerning the 
employment of women during the night, 
adopted in 1919 by the International La- 
bor Conference apply, in the undertak- 
ings covered by the said convention, to 
women who hold positions of supervision 
or management and are not ordinarily 
engaged in manual work?” 

Article 3 of the convention upon which 
the same issue arises runs as follows: 
“Women without distinction of age 
shall not be employed during the night 
in any public or private industrial under- 
taking or in any branch thereof, other 
than an undertaking in which only mem- 
bers of the same family are employed.” 


The court decided by six votes to five 


that the convention does apply to women 
of the category mentioned in the question. 
The majority held that the wording of the 
article was free from ambiguity or ob- 
scurity. Nor, after full consideration 
could it find any ground for interpreting 


the provisions otherwise than in accord-- 
ance with the natural sense of the words. 


The most important opposing argument 
turned upon the suggestion that the con- 
vention must be interpreted as applying 
only to manual workers unless the oppo- 
site intention was explicitly stated. This 
was the basis of the minority vote of 
M. Anzilotti. 
an exhaustive consideration, decided that 
there was no reason for such an inter- 
pretation. 


The opinion rendered by the Hague 


Court confirms the view of the convention 
taken by the British Government when, in 
1928, it suggested the possible desirability 
of amending it. The British Government 
pointed out that the convention, which 
had been in force in Great Britain since 
1921, must have the effect of debarring 
trained women technicians altogether 
from certain employments in which con- 
tinuous work throughout the day and 
night is necessary. The case of women 
engineers who were precluded from hold- 
ing certain posts in electrical power com- 
panies was cited. 

In 1930 the British Government asked 


But the majority, after 


M. A. Craig McGeachy, of the Informa- 
tion Section, League of Nations Secre- 
tariat, recently sent us the accompanying 
article on the Convention of the Interna- 
tional Labor Organization concerning the 
employment of women during the night. 
The information is of immense signifi- 
cance at this juncture, for if the United 
States were to adhere to the World Court 
without the Equality Reservation, Amer- 
ican women, in executive and managerial 
positions, would soon come under the 
iniquitous provisions of the No-Night 
Work Convention. The prospect is not 
to be tolerated. 


for further consideration of the question 
of amendment. | 

Opposition to amendment came from 
several countries, Those who opposed 
held that: 

(a) Phere was no need for amendment 
since the existing convention, properly 
interpreted, applied only to manual work- 
ers, and so did not affect the position of 


women in posts of supervision or manage- 
ment; 


“(b) That if the convention were 
amended by the specific exclusion from 
its provisions of certain categories of em- 
ployed women, the consequence would be 
that, subject to the proposed exceptions, 
the convention must be regarded as apply- 
ing to all women, including large num- 


bers which are neither “manual” nor. 


“supervisory.” 

The issue thus became, not whether 
women in the supervisory category might 
be free to work during the night—on this 
there was general agreement—but whether 
such women must be specifically excluded 
from the general prohibition written in 
convention, or whether their exclusion 
was already implied in the terms of the 
convention itself. 

And this again raised the issue whether 
or not the word “woman” in the conven- 
tion means “any woman,” or “working 
woman” in the sense of the manual 
worker. 

After going through the necessary 
procedure, the amendment proposed by 
the British Government came before the 
International Labor Conference held in 
Geneva in May, 1931. The British Gov- 
ernment proposed specifically that to the 


original wording of Article 3 should be 
added the following sentence: 


“This convention shall not apply to 


women holding responsible positions of 


management who do not ordinarily per- 
form manual work.” | hg 

This proposal was discussed at great 
length during its session, and the various 
views put forward were closely attended 
by representatives of many women’s or- 
ganizations who were interested in the 
question. 

On the record vote the British proposal 
was adopted by a majority. The next step 
was to set up a Draft Revision Convention © 
embodying the text of the British pro- 
posal and an amendment put forward by 
the Belgian delegation slightly revising 
the definition of “night.” When it was 
put to the vote of the conference, how- 
ever, this draft failed to secure the neces- 


‘sary two-thirds majority. 


The British Government then suggested 
that as there seemed to exist differences 
of interpretation of the convention, and 
as it was in fact being differently applied 
in different countries, the Permanent 
Court of International Justice should be 
asked to give an authoritative interpre- 
tation of the convention. The Governing 
Body of the International Labor Organi- 
zation considered this suggestion at its 
meeting of April, 1932, and decided by 15 
votes to 8 to request the Council of the 
League to forward the convention to the 
Hague Court with a request for an ad- 
visory opinion. 

At the same time the German Govern- 
ment suggested that the court should be 
asked whether the convention was meant 
to apply to women who, in industrial 


_ undertakings, are “entirely or principally 
- engaged in commercial work, office work, 


or other similar work.” This question, 
however, the Governing Body decided to 
adjourn for further study and considera- 


tion. An investigation made by the Inter- 


national Labor Office revealed a wide 
diversity of interpretation and practice 
in the various countries. But this di- 
versity was found to be based upon pre- 
cisely the same basic differences as had 
been revealed in the discussion on the 
British proposal. In some countries the 
convention was regarded as applying to 
all women; others as applying only to 
manual workers. 
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April 8, 1933 


It was therefore felt—and justly, as 
the result has shown—that the Hague 
Court in answering the question raised 
by Great Britain would also by implica- 
tion answer the question raised by the 
German Government. And, on the advice 


of the Office, the Governing Body decided 


to postpone any decision on the German 


Bengal Women Organize 
N MARCH, 1932, the All-Bengal Wom- 
en’s Union was started for the purpose 
of stopping the traffic in women and chil- 
dren. A petition signed by 17,000 people 
from all over Bengal was collected by the 
Union. Meetings were organized, money 
was raised, and a representative group of 
Bengalese women went in a deputation to 
the Governor. 


Equal Opportunity for Men 

HE Peter Cooper Union Day Art 

School for Women, in New York, was 
started back in 1859 “for instruction of 
respectable females in the arts of design” 
and “to better the condition of women 
and to widen the sphere of female employ- 
ment.” 

At the time the school was opened there 
were very few opportunities for women 
who desired to be self-supporting, and it 
was a pioneer step in free education. Now, 
after 74 years men have been at last ad- 
mitted to this free art school. 


Historic Occasion for Spanish Women 


OR the first time in Spanish history . 


the names of all women over twenty- 


three years of age have been publicly 


posted with the regular list of voters in 
every town in Spain. The municipal elec- 
tions will be held in April and double the 
usual number of polling booths are to be 
established to take care of the senoras 
and senoritas. 


Suffrage Conference at Marseilles 
HE International Alliance of Women 


for Suffrage and Equal Citizenship ~ 


convened in Marseilles on March 18 to 
consider four questions: suffrage, the 
right of women to work, traffic in women, 
and peace. Delegates were present from 
every continent on the globe: North and 
South America, Africa, Asia, Australia, 
and Europe. Mrs. Corbett-Ashby, presi- 
dent of the International Alliance and 
substitute delegate from England to the 
League of Nations Disarmament Confer- 
ence, presided. Reports of the progress 
of Feminism in their various countries 
were given by Miss Matthews for Eng- 
land, Mme. Piepers for Holland; Princess 
Catacuzene for Roumania, Mme. Hjelmer 
for Denmark, Mme. Vera Urbanova for 
Czecho-Slovakia, and Mme. Rama Rau for 
India. 


Representatives from Poland, France 


proposal. Now the Hague Court has ren- 
dered its advisory opinion as described 
on the first page of this brief review, a 
somewhat difficult situation presents itself. 

The court holds that the convention 
applies to all women engaged in industrial 


undertakings. Some countries apply it. 


in fact only to manual workers. Others 


Feminist Notes 


and Great Britain spoke at the meeting 
on Traffic in Women, which was presided 
over by Dr. Paulina Luisi, delegate to the 
League of Nations Disarmament Confer- 
ence from Uruguay. The last day of the 
conference was devoted to an interna- 
tional peace meeting, addressed by dele- 
gates from England, France, Germany, 
Italy and Central Europe. 


Ida I. Kloze Guest Speaker 
HE Baltimore City Branch of the Na- 
* tional Woman’s Party will entertain 


Ida I. Kloze, president of the Business 


and Professional Women’s Council, at tea 
at headquarters, 19 West Chase street, 
Baltimore, Md., on April 11, from 2.30 to 
5 o’clock. Sophia Rosett will be hostess. 
Miss Kloze will speak on “The Status of 
the Employed Woman.” 


Hitler and Feminism 
HE Nazi Government has dismissed 
Dr. Gertrude Baumer from the De- 


partment of the Interior, where she was 


head of the division of Education and 
Child Welfare. Dr. Baumer is one of the 
most distinguished Feminist leaders of 
Germany and is an authority in her field. 


Poland Will Be Represented 
OLAND is one of the first counties to 
send official word that it will be rep- 
resented at the International Congress of 
Women which will be held at Chicago, 
July 16-22, under the auspices of the Na- 
tional Council of Women. The delega- 
tion will consist for the most part of 
women writers, and Mary Sapyvko, noted 
Polish novelist, is serving as secretary of 
the group. An exhibit of books and mag- 
azines written or edited by Polish women 
will be on display in the Palmer House 
throughout the Congress. 


Wild Indians 
HAT we are wild Indians, still in the 
opinion of our English-speaking breth- 
ren, is indicated by the following excerpt 
from a recent issue of a British contem- 
porary: 

“The Evening Standard reports that 
Mrs. Lierian Holley has to be added to 
the list of America’s brave women. Until 
recently her husband was Sheriff of Lake 
County, Indiana, one of the toughest 
sheriff posts in that part of the State and 
where murders are frequent, the latest 
Lake County murder being that of the 
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wish to exclude from its operations the 
supervisory categories of women. Now 
that there is no longer any doubt as to 


_ the meaning of the convention, those mem- 


ber States which interpret it restrictively 


must either bring their legislation into — 


agreement with the interpretation given — 
by the court, or recommend revision. 


sheriff himself. In the course of his duty 
he went to arrest a farmer who had bar- 
ricaded himself in his home after mur- 
dering a neighbor. The farmer resisted, 
and Sheriff Roy Holley fell dead with a 
bullet through his head. A new sheriff 
was advertised for. Mrs. Holley applied 
for the job and got it. She is in charge 
of twenty-six deputies, and in the county 
jail, which has now become her home, she 
has 150 prisoners.” | 

While not wishing to invalidate Mrs. 
Holley’s claims to glory, we do not be- 
lieve that Lake County, in the peaceful 
State of Indiana, is much tougher than 
London, England. | 

At all events, Lake County doesn’t dis- 
criminate against married women. 


National Council Issues Invitations 
OMEN of 43 countries were this 
week invited to attend an Inter- 

national Congress on “Our Common Cause 

—Civilization,” which will be held under 

the sponsorship of the National Council 

of Women of the United States at the 

Palmer House, Chicago, July 16-22. 

An advisory committee of distinguished 

American women joined with officers of 


_ the Council in issuing invitations to what 
-promises to be one of the most significant 


gatherings of women ever held in this 
country. | 

This committee includes Grace Abbott, 
Jane Addams, Judge Florence E. Allen, 
Mary Anderson, Dr. 8. Josephine Baker, 
Mary R. Beard, Harriot Stanton Blatch, 
Carrie Chapman Catt, Dr. Lillian M. Gil- 
breth, Ruth Bryan Owen, Dr. Valeria H. 
Parker, Mrs. Percy V. Pennybacker, Mrs. 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt, Hannah G. 
Solomon, Mary Van Kleeck, and Dr. Mary 
E. Woolley. 

The purpose of the Congress, as defined 
by the president of the Council, Lena 
Madesin Phillips, in a foreword which 
accompanies the invitation, is to “help 
women find the keys, through govern- 
mental and economic planning, which will 
admit us to our house of plenty and bring 
the world-wide depression to an end.” 

The National Council of Women, which 
sponsors the Congress, held a similar con- 
gress at the World’s Fair of 1893. The 
Council was one of the first large women’s 
organizations founded in this country and 


has a membership approximating five 
million. 
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Syracuse Hears Maud Younger 


WHIRLWIND speaking tour, 
A which recalled the old suffrage 

days, was made by Maud Younger, 
Congressional chairman of the National 
Woman’s Party, from March 23 to 26, in 
the 35th Congressional District of New 
York State. Eleven speeches in three 
days in Onondaga and Cortland counties 
is her record. High schools, law schools, 
a church, a sorority house, Rotary and 
Zonta Clubs, the General Federation of 
Women’s Clubs, the Sunday Salon, and the 
Columbia network heard Miss Younger 
talk on Equal Rights. “The whole town,” 
says Miss Younger, “was buzzing with 
Equal Rights. The audiences were most 
interested and enthusiastic. They asked 
a great many questions. Though the title 


of the speeches varied, the subject-matter — 


always, dealt with some phase of Equal 
Rights: at the high schools ‘Shall We 
Have Equal Rights in the Constitution?’ 
before Prof. Ralph E. Hinstead’s class in 
constitutional law at the Law College of 
Syracuse University, ‘Why We Need an 
Equal Rights Amendment’; the Zonta, 
‘What the Depression Has Done to 
Women’; at the Rotary Club, ‘What 
Women Want Now.’ This was the second 
time, it was said, that a woman had ever 
been on the Rotary program.” 


Miss Younger debated before the Gen- 
eral, Federation of Women’s Clubs on 


B. and P.: Women Endorse Reservation 

T a meeting of the Business and Pro- 

fessional Women on March 30, 1933, 

at Wilmington, Delaware, the following 
resolution was unanimously passed : 

Resolwed, That we heartily endorse the 
reservation to the World Court intro- 
duced by Hon. Gerald P. Nye, reading as 
follows: 

Resolved, That in the event the United 
States adheres to the statute of the World 
Court it shall make the following reserva- 
tion, “That the code of law to be admin- 
istered by the World Court cannot con- 
tain any equalities based on sex.” And 
be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution 
be sent to Hon. Gerald P. Nye and also 
to our Senators from Delaware, Hon. 
John G. Townsend, Jr., and Hon. Daniel 
O. Hastings. 


Industrial Workers Organize 
NDUSTRIAL workers of Baltimore 
who had gone to Annapolis on March 

22 to appear at the hearing against the 
Eight-Hour Law for females, of which 
the American Federation of Labor was 
the sponsor, met at State headquarters, 


“Minimum Wage Laws for Women,” with 
Pauline Newman of New York, represen- 
tative of the Women’s Trade Union 
League. Miss Newman was brought to 
Syracuse for the occasion by the League 
of Women Voters and the Consumers’ 
League. The press showed great interest 
in the debate. The Syracuse Herald said: 


“Miss Newman discussed the problem 
from an individual point of view as it is 
actually seen by the women workers in 
the factories. She told of her personal 
experiences in the factories thirty years 
ago, when the girls were working 80 and 
90 hours a week, and were being paid 
about two dollars a week, and said that 


conditions were not unlike those of yes- 


terday. She cited numerous examples of 
places where the girls are receiving as 
little as one dollar a week for their labor. 


“Miss Younger discussed the problem 
from a more social point of view. She 
said that women should be compared with 
men and not with children in such a dis- 
cussion, and that any proposed legisla- 
tion should apply to men as well as 
women. It was her contention that pro- 
tective legislation for women only was 
generally restrictive, and simply dis- 
criminated against women in industry by 
forcing them out of lucrative positions. 


Such restrictions provide an unfair com-__ 


petition with men. There has never been 


19 West Chase street, Baltimore, Mary- 
land, on March 30, and organized an In- 
dustrial Council with the following tem- 
porary officers: 

Chairman. Alice Mann of the Voneiss- 
Drayer Candy Co.; vice-chairman, Mary 
E. Baldwin of the same company; record- 
ing secretary. Gertrude Railsback of the 


Oriole Cafeteria; corresponding secretary. 


Grace Russel] of the Voneiss-Drayer Co., 
and Teresa Merryman of Childs’ Restau- 
rant, treasurer. 

Much enthusiasm and interest was 
shown at this meeting and arrangements 
were made to hold a meeting at headquar- 


P. M., for the adoption of a constitution 
and by-laws and the election of perma- 
nent officers. 


Mr. Ludlow Commends Equal Rights 
LORENCE BAYARD HILLES, chair- 
man of the National Council of the 
National Woman’s Party, recently wrote 
to Representative Louis Ludlow, thanking 
him on behalf of the Woman’s Party for 


sponsoring the Equal Rights Amendment | 


in the House of Representatives. Mr. Lud- 
low’s reply to Mrs. Hilles follows: 


courteous note of March 13. 


an objection to women in unpaid employ- 
ment. It is only when she enters the paid 
fields that there is a sudden desire to pro- 
tect her .... usually to protect her out 
of a job.” 

Sunday afternoon at four Miss Younger 
spoke to the Syracuse Branch of the Na- 
tional Woman’s Party on “Being Con- 
gressional Chairman.” Sunday evening 
at six she spoke on the “Equal Rights 
Amendment” at one of the sorority 
houses of Syracuse University. The girls 
asked many questions and were greatly 
interested. A large congregation at one 
of the principle churches heard Miss 
Younger Sunday night. She was given 
an opportunity also to speak on Equal 
Rights over the radio. Everywhere peo- 
ple seemed interested to know that the 
Equal Rights reservation in the national- 
ity bill now pending was introduced in 
Congress by New York men: Copeland in 


the Senate and Dickstein in the House. 


_ Mrs. Lieber Whittic, chairman of the 
Syracuse Branch of the National Wom- 
an’s Party, arranged the program and 
planned Miss Younger’s speaking tour, 
and is to be congratulated on its success. 
Mrs. F. R. Hazard, honorary chairman of 
the Syracuse Branch and long a national 
officer of the Woman’s Party, co-operated 
in making the arrangements, and enter- 
. tained. Miss Younger at her beantiful 
home outside of Syracuse. 


News from the Field | 


March 22, 1983. 
how Mrs. Hilles—I thank you for your 
It was a 
great pleasure to me to be of some small 
service to the splendid women who are 
striving to establish Equal Rights under 
the law for the women of this nation. 

I have tried to serve them in the past 
and, as long as I am in a position to assist 
them, they can command my best efforts. 

It seems to me that the progress of 
events in these times of social and eco- 
nomic distress is more than ever convinc- 
ing as to the justice and necessity of es- 


| tablishing Equal Rights for women. 
ters on Sunday, April 23, from 2 to 4... 


Sincerely yours, 
(Signed) Louis Lupiow. 


National Council to Meet 
MEETING of the National Council 
of the National Woman’s Party will 


be held at Alva Belmont House April 9 
at 1.30 P. M. | 


DAY PRINTING COMPANY 
PUBLICATIONS AND BOOKS 
600 East Lombard Street 
Baltimore, Md. 
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